with little reference to the longer history of international philanthropic work or acknowledgement of organisations with similar practices. 'How We Work', for example, features display materials that suggest the Foundation differs from others because it is a private, family foundation and one that uses research to evaluate ongoing projects. These facile claims ignore antecedent organisations like the Rockefeller Foundation and undermine more interesting descriptions of the Foundation's business strategy, its focus on difficult problems, and its emphasis on technologically innovative solutions. Perhaps more instructive are the sections 'Tracking Trends' and 'Charting Changes', which describe the Foundation's reliance on data. Visitors here are invited to manipulate sets of moving charts to understand how data informs strategies for pursuing polio eradication and reducing child mortality through vaccinations, among other things.
The Visitor Center includes a display that makes passing reference to criticisms of the Foundation's approach. Not surprisingly, however, far more emphasis is placed on encouraging visitors to appropriate the neo-liberal Gates model and accept it as the best way to make a difference in the world. A theatre plays short pieces that celebrate the Foundation's efforts, while the section 'Your Foundation' asks visitors to describe what their own foundation would do if they had one. Computer terminals in the final hall provide tools for visitors to invent solutions to problems, create something inspiring, learn about their own strengths, and share knowledge. Notable ideas, tools, and inventions adorn the walls as a means to inspire. These include new HIV prevention campaign strategies, an injectable contraceptive, examples of powdered nutrition supplements, a solar-powered refrigerator, and a rural midwife's birthing kit. In this way, while the Visitor Center seeks to promote a narrow, favourable understanding of the Foundation's efforts, it also provides visitors with valuable exposure to the tools, technologies, and practices of global health work.
Adam Warren
University of Washington, USA doi:10.1017/mdh.2016.53 Film Review: The First Day Did specialised health care for children exist in England prior to the nineteenth century? If so, what was it like, and how would it compare with modern paediatrics? These are the guiding questions at the heart of The First Day (2015), a documentary short that reconstructs 'the history of paediatrics before paediatricians' through the lens of the Northampton General Infirmary.
The film's presenter, Will Adams, contextualises the film's topic by pointing out that historians often think of paediatrics as having started in the middle of the nineteenth century with the advent of specialised children's hospitals and formalised professional organisations for paediatric doctors. However, The First Day goes beyond this broader institutional approach and investigates the paediatric care offered by the Northampton General Infirmary from the first day it opened in March of 1744. In its first year of operation, over 25% of the infirmary's admitted patients were under the age of 16, and there were a number of formalised procedures for handling children at the hospital. The information in the film is not presented as generalisable knowledge about eighteenthcentury paediatrics, but rather as historical fact refuting commonly held understanding.
